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others who closely rivalled him in gifts of speech and independence
of character. There was none, however, who combined in Him so
many of the qualities which compel the admiration and command
the allegiance of one's fellow-men, and in that, apart from that
undefinable something called personality, must be found an expla-
nation of Pherozeshah's dominance over all who came in contact
with him. There were men who occupied themselves in his later
days with instituting comparisons between him and Gokhale. No-
thing could have been more foolish. The truth is that each did work
complementary to that of the other, and what the other was prob-
ably not capable of accomplishing. Gokhale certainly could noc have
roused, as well as Pherozeshah did, the intelligentsia ol the country
from the apathy and even hostility with which a large section of k
regarded the national movement. Gokhale could not have stood up
as resolutely and as courageously as Pherozeshah did against in-
justice, oppression or autocracy. On the other hand, Pherozesbah
was temperamentally incapable of the active and sustamed educative
work which Gokhale did from day to day, and the propaganda be
carried on both in England and in India, and which owed its success
as much to his high character as to his attainments. Comparisons
between two such men are meaningless. Each was great in his own
sphere, and together they made a notable attribution to the build-
ing up of the New India of which Dadabhai Naoroji had laid the
foundations nearly fifty years ago.
The question has often been asked, what would Pfaerozesbah have
done had he been alive today ? Over and over again in these five
years have his speeches and writings beeo recalled by Eatt&esaists
and Moderates alike, and curiously eaougfa both sets erf polikal
opinion have claimed him as their own. In that, perhaps, oae m&j
find an explanation of his real position in politics* In his optioiian,
in his faith in the benefits of the British cooaectiofi, aad in fan inn
adherence to the methods of constitutional agitation, be belonged to
the Moderates. In the vigour of his utteraoees* in the
mising independence of his attitude towards questions ol
and in the tenacity and fearlessaess with which fee faiagte, foe
man after the heart of the Extremist. It is impossible to believe that
with a leader of such eminence, the Moderate Party would haw